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disappeared while primary sign remains. [In this latter case all parties 
concur that no inspection is carried out.]” 


Said Rabbi, “The opinion of R. Meir [M. 1:5A] makes more sense 
in the case of one who is [merely] shut up for inspection [the 
second time], and the opinion of R. Yosé [ = sages, M. 1:5B] makes 
more sense to me in the case of one certified [as unclean]’’ [T. Hag. 
1:8]. [Rabbi sees no disadvantage for the one who may, after all, be 
declared clean. But there is nothing to warrant pronouncing the 
decision for the one who is subject to certification. Even if he is 
declared clean, he has to count seven days and cannot have intercourse 
in that period. ] 


[Reverting to the problem of unit I:1] R. Zeira said, “They dispute a 
case involving the intermediate days of a festival [in the case of one 
who is subject to a second inspection]. R. Aqiba says, ‘It is the original 
sign, [and if the man is declared clean] he may not enter the Temple 
courtyard as wholly clean. Sages say it is a new sign, and he may enter 
the Temple courtyard [since we must wait a week to see whether or not 
he is clean].” 


Lo, R. Agiba declares the man unclean and certifies him so, and rabbis 
say “Let it be inspected as at the outset,” and they too certify him. 


[C] What then is at issue between [Yohanan and Zeira]?? 


[D] Samuel said, “[As to entering the courtyard, all parties concur that 
he is unclean and may not do so. At issue] is blossoming forth. [If 
the man turns completely white, and has been certified unclean, he 
then is regarded.as clean. If he had been deemed clean, he then is 
regarded as unclean; see M. Meg. 8:1.] R. Aqiba says, ‘It is the 
original mark. Hence we deal with a case in which the blossoming 
forth is from an unclean person, so he is clean.’ Sages say, ‘It is a 
new mark of uncleanness. Hence it is a blossoming forth from a 
clean person, and he is unclean.” 


[E] And there are those who say in Samuel’s name: “A case of 
blossoming forth and a dripping boil is at issue between them 
[see M. Meg. 10:5]. R. Aqiba says, ‘It is the original mark. 
Hence we deal with a case in which the blossoming forth is 
from an unclean person, so he is clean.’ Sages say, ‘It is a new 
mark of uncleanness. Hence it is a blossoming forth from a 
clean person, and he is unclean.” 


